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cles than the Amount of the Salary ; or if, on the other Hand, the Articles a¢mifiible of precife

Charges, {hould fall fhort of the Salary, to reduce it, if, upon 2 Confideratiofi of the cther Ser-
vices, not reducible to this kind of State, the Clerk fhould appear, upon the Whele, to deferve

of the Public the ufual Salary. ‘ - ‘
The giving Notice to the - Members of the Council when their Attendance is requifite, che
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Governor.

Cuftody of Papers in which the Public are concerned, and the Obligation ke is
under of a ftri& Aftendance, are fo many Services that ought to be confidered, in forming an
Eftimate of 2 fuitable Salary to 2 Gentleman (for of that Rank he is, znd ought to be,; who is
appointed to the Office of glerk of the Council. Wherefore, if your {uperior Penetration had
enabled you to difcoveras many Errors in the Account you have taken fo much Pzins to reduce,
as would have brought the whole Sum of all the Articles below the Salary, you ¥ rould not have
eftablithed any Conclufion againft the Juftice of it.

Your ingenious Infinuation, that Part of our former Meflage was framed before the Report of
our Committce, wants the Foundation of Faé, and will probably appear fo to youricives, when
ou confider more fedately with what View the Account v-as fent to you, and of what Articles it
confifts.
The firlt Article is that of 27016 of Tobacco for Recording zn Indenture of Setlement of the
Province, between Lord Baltimore and others, upon which you afk, 1na {ubfequent Part of your

- Meffage, with what Juftice can he charge the Recording Proprietcry Sertlenments ¢ As you enly mean
to ftate the Subjedts of our Difpute fairly and candidly, you will eafily forgive us, when we re-
mark, that the Article you objeét to, does not juftify the Implication of your Queftion.

The fingle Settlement, recorded by the Clerk, is, in our Opinion, 2 Matter of a very General
and Public Concern, refpeéting the Titles of many People, and was properly Recorded, that they
might be apprized of the State of them; wherefore, the Service in recording it, may be truly
called a Public Service.

Lord Baltimores Name having been mentioned, the Circumftznce fecms to have been cagerly
catched at ; tho’ we hope, now it is explained, it wili give very lLittle Countenznce to the Mifre-
prefentation we hinted at in our Meflage, (and to which, it feems, you are Strangere; that the
Clerk of the Council’s Claim arifes from Services relative to his Lordfhip’s private Concerns.

. 'What thofe fundry Charges;, amounting to 52616 of Tobacco, on Peuticns of private Per-
fons, are, you have not pointed out, and thercfore you afford us no Opportunity to conhder your

Objeclion.

The Charge for Infpectors Commiffions falls next under vour Animazdverfon; and you afk,
under what Rule in the Infpeétion Law, with regard to Marters of private Corncern, can that
Charge be fupported ? And, by fubjoining that, if the Rule of gfb of Tobacco by the Side,
was to be adopted, thofe Warrants would not come to 1845 of Tobacco cach, you very acutely
fhew in what Manner it can’t be juftified ; but there being another Rule, which, tho' more ob-
vious, you have happcned to overlook, we muft beg your Attention to that, for your Satisfaction,

and the Clerk’s Juftification.
As the Cleik of the Council was called upon to frame an Account, the Rule ke obferved, and

the only one he could obferve, was that which is eftablithed by the Infpeltion Lavw 1n private
Cafes, of the neareft Refemblance. By that Act, there is 2 Fec given for Recording, by the Side,
but there is a Fee likewife given for any Commiffion, or other Inftrument, prepared by the Clerk
to pafs the Broad Seal, if fora Place of Profit; and alfo for every Coroner’s, Ranger’s, Survey-
or’s Commiflion, or other Commiffion of Profit, 15016 of Tobacco. |

Now, in making out the Commiffion of an Infpeétor, the {ame Charge is mace to the Public,
as any private Perfon muft have paid, if appointed Coroner, Ranger, Surveyor, &¢ or t
other Place of Profit.

You now perceive, that, in preparing Commifhions, ¢he Clerk of the Council dogs not, by
the Infpeétion Law, charge private Perfons by the Side, but the Sum of 150fs of Tobaccs,
without Regard to the Number of Sides contained in the Commiffion, and this Rule he purfued
in charging the Public for the Infpe&tors Commifhions. If there is any Reafon for a Diftinction
between 2 Commiflion and a W arrant, , we do not know, nor can we difcover it from your fhart
Parenthefis.

What the Sentiments of the Legiflators, who framed the Infpection Law, could they be con-
fulted, would be, are by no Means proved by the Circumftances you mention, tho' we can eaflly
admir, that they might not expect this Charge would ever have been made by the Clerk of the
Council, becaufe they allowed his whale Claim without any Seruple, and thercfore did not, moft

robably forefce, he would ever be called upon to ftatc a particular Account, and for that Pur-
pofe be obliged to adopt a Rule they had eftablifhed in Cafes of private Concern. |,

Your next Exception is to the Clerk’s Attendance, per Diem, which, a we underfland i,
amounts to this, that there is a Charge for Attendance, and for Services done on the fame Day ;
and therefore, that either the Attendance, or the particular Service, ought not to be charged.

Your Objection proceeds from a palpable Error: When the Clerk attends, he takes, for the
moft Part, only Minutes of what is to be done, and from thefe he afrcrwards draws up in Form,
and for the fubfequent Draughts his Charge is made.

Part of the Sum of 744816 of Tobacco, mentioned in the Report of cur Committee, and to
which you obje&t, we find, upon a more accurate Examination, ought not to ave been chargc?.
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